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Eunomia	 represents	 the	 first	 historical	 testimony	 to	 the	 principle	 of	 politi-




The	 relation	between	philosophy	and	democracy	 is	not	 in	 the	 least	 idyllic;	
this	relation	is	continually	strained	between	thoughtful	ideals	written	in	the	





















discernible.	One	 such	question,	having	already	 surfaced	at	 the	very	begin-
ning,	 is	 a	 threat	 to	 today’s	 democracy	more	 so	 than	 any	other	 question.	 It	





his	world-famous	book	the End of the Nation-State,	published	in	1993,	bear	



























of	Munich.	It	questions	 the	concepts	of	 liberal,	 republican	and	deliberative	












































in	 today’s	prominent	sociological	 theory	of	 reflexive	modernisation,	which	
is	associated,	first	and	foremost,	with	the	names	of	Ulrich	Beck	and	Anthony	







on	 the	state,	even	when	 the	 latter	 is	 reduced	 to	 the	minimum	of	 functions.	
Furthermore,	 the	 authoress	 recognises	 anarchical	hues	 in	 this	 and	attempts	
to	classify	this	“new	left	wing”	in	the	ideological	spectrum	as	a	whole.	Gid-

















tions	whether	perhaps	an	 interstice	between	 the	sphere	of	bare	 life	and	 the	
sphere	of	politics,	as	an	arena	not	constituted	by	the	necessities	of	life,	has	
been	 sustained.	Wischke	 pays	 particular	 attention	 to	 language,	 which,	 ac-
cording	to	Aristotle,	we	owe	life	to	on	the	other	side	of	bare	existence,	yet	
which	 Agamben	 compares	 with	 a	 dungeon.	 The	 author	 demonstrates	 that	
what	Agamben	 cares	 about	 is	 not	 opening	 the	 trapped	 cognitive	potentials	
of	language,	but	rather	about	the	possibility	of	understanding	the	difference	
between	speech	and	language.	Provided	that	subjectivity	is	constructed	and	
deconstructed	 by	 language	 and	 that	 subjectivisation	 and	 desubjectivisation	
are	included	in	speech	acts,	Agamben’s	comparison	of	language	with	a	dun-
geon,	as	well	as	his	hope	that	thought	might	be	the	leading	concept	of	upcom-







swer	 this	 question,	 the	 author	 distinguishes	 between	 the	 continental-Euro-

















traditional	 liberal	 democracy	 into	 question	 and	 has	 necessitated	 additional	





Setting	 forth	 from	 the	 fundamental	difference	between	mentalism	and	ma-
terialism	 in	 the	 philosophy	 of	mind,	 the	 research	 associate	 at	 the	 Institute	



















behaviour,	 an	 interdisciplinary	approach	 that	 is	 to	 combine	 the	 findings	of	
philosophy,	neuro	science	and	cognitive	theory.
Nietzsche’s	distinctive	view	on	justice	is	the	topic	of	the	paper	by	the	Head	
of	 the	 Department	 of	 Philosophy	 of	 the	 Faculty	 of	 Humanities	 and	 Social	
Sciences	of	the	University	of	Osijek,	Prof.	Vladimir	Jelkić.	In	contrast	to	the	
Christian	concept	of	justice	as	moral	virtue,	defined	by	St.	Thomas	Aquinas	






























Ethics	of	 the	Faculty	of	Humanities	 and	Social	Sciences	of	 the	University	
of	 Zagreb	 and	 the	 editor-in-chief	 of	 the	 journal,	 Prof.	Ante	 Čović,	 on	 the	
challenges	of	partitocracy	for	democracy,	presented	at	the	Cres	symposium	
in	2003.	His	discussion	of	the	moral	foundations	of	politics	opens	with	the	
definition	of	 the	concept	of	 the	general	will	 in	Rousseau	as	 the	categorical	
foundation	of	the	modern	understanding	of	democracy,	due	to	the	transforma-
tion	of	which	in	the	legitimistic	basis	of	social	and	political	life	the	history	
of	democracy	is	divided	into	two	parts.	Čović	first	considers	the	prehistory	
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of	the	concept	of	democracy	in	Herodotus,	Plato	and	Aristotle,	and	then	dis-
cusses	the	changes	in	the	concept	that	took	place	in	the	century	of	the	French	
Revolution.	Rousseau’s	differentiation	between	the	common	and	general	will	
secures	the	moral	dimension	of	democracy.	Partitocracy	is	a	perverse	form	of	
democracy,	which	this	paper	pays	particular	attention	to	within	the	historical	
phenomenon	of	Post-Communism.	As	an	alternative	theoretical	approach	to	
the	prevalent	theory	of	transition,	the	author	opposes	the	theory	of	Post-Com-
munist	chaos.		
Naturally,	there	are	no	decisive	answers	to	the	prime	questions	of	the	essence	
and	way	of	an	ideal	and	just	constitution	of	society	according	to	the	principle	
of	freedom.	The	question	of	justice,	as	Hans	Kelsen	once	said,	is	one	of	the	
eternal	questions,	much	like	the	question	of	the	Truth,	which	imposes	itself	
on	the	human	mind	as	a	challenge,	a	question	that	cannot	be	permanently	an-
swered.	It	is,	nevertheless,	evident	that	the	meaning	of	the	questions	of	a	just	
system	and	democracy	lies	in	the	fact	that	each	historical	period	–	including	
our	globalisation	era	–	is	asked	one	and	the	same	question.	The	prime	mean-
ing	of	it	all	lies	in	searching,	in	recognising	the	signs	and	in	one’s	own	skill	at	
living	by	heavenly	principles.	Democracy	is	an	ideal	that	cannot	be	achieved;	
it	can	only	be	neared	–	more	or	less.	If	we,	as	ultimate	sceptics,	observe	that	
democracy	is	hardly	achievable	since	not	one	single	state	is	governed	by	its	
people	but	by	more	or	less	bureaucratised	governments,	officials	and	clerks,	
who	–	as	a	rule	–	find	it	difficult	to	accept	responsibility,	then	what	we	are	
ultimately	left	with	is	a	still	sufficiently	minimal	determinant	of	democracy	
as	almost	cynically	inferred	by	Karl	Popper,	reducing	it	to	the	possibility	of	
overthrowing	governments	without	bloodshed.	In	a	famous	interview	for	Der 
Spiegel from	1987,	Popper	classified	all	state	forms	into	two	basic	categories	
–	those	in	which	it	is	possible	to	remove	governments	from	office	by	vote	and	
without	bloodshed,	and	those	in	which	this	is	not	possible.	He	referred	to	the	
first	as	democracies.
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